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Wampler Road,

the rear of

PETITION FDR SPECIAL HEARING BEFORE THE
E/S Vampler Road, 254" S of
the o/1 cf Bird River Road
{1109 Wampler Road)

15th Electicn District

5th Councilmanic District

ZONING CCMM1S510.ER
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

fase No. 89-331-SPH
Themas J. Clszewski, et ox
Petitivners

FINDTNGS OF FACT A':) CONCLUSTCNS OF LAW

The Petitioners herein request a special hearing to approve the

. . _ ' N
nonconforming use of the subject property as 2 contractor's equipment

storage yard and garage as indicated on the site plan identified as Peti-

tioner's Exhibit 1.

The FPetitioners appeared, testified, and were represented by John

fontrum, FEsquire. Also =ppearing on bchalf of the Petition were Lor-

raine Freund, Maxine Michalski, John homberg and Jack Williams, Sr., all
neighboring property owners. Appearing as Protestants were Georgqe Lauback,

Jr. and George Lauback, ITI.

Testimony indicated that the subject property, known as 1109

consists of 17,%00 sgq.ft. zoned D.R. 1 and is improved with

a single family dwelling and a cne story carage. The qarage is located to

the subject property and is surrounded by macadam and gravel

arcas which are used for the storage of equipment used in the cperation of

brick and block construction business owned by Mr. Olszewski. The Peti-

tioners testified Lhey were married in 1941 and lived with Mrs. Olszewskl's
parents, Mr. & Mrs. Laubach, Sr. in the dwelling shown 1in Petitioner's
Exhibit 1 near the north arrow. Petitioners testified in 1947 they built
the home and garage on the subject property which was deeded to them by

Geurge Lauback, Sr., who is now deceased. At that time, the Petitioners'

brother 4jd not testify, but noted his opposition te granting a noncon-

forming use to the subject property.

voning came officially Lo Paltimore County on January 2, 1945,

when pursuant to previous authorization by the General Assembly, the

i i lations.
County Commissioners adopted a comprehensive set of zoning requ

issi i g ized to adopt comprehensive
The Commissioners were first authorize P

] h.
planning and zoning regulations 1n 1939 (Laws of Maryland, 1833, c

j ) j mbl this author-
715). At the next biennial session of the General Asse Y.

1941, ch. 247) Before any such regulations were issued, the Legislature
A . . .

. . .  ons
authorized the Commissioners Lo make special exceptions Lo the regulation

{Laws of Md 1343, ch. 877). The first regulations were adopted and took

1945. See Kahl v. Cons. Gas Elec. Light. and Pwr.

cffect on January 2,

Co 171 Md. 249, 254, G0 A.2d 754 (1948); Calhoun V. County Board of

hppeals, 262 Md. 265, 277 A.24 583 (1971).
section I1 of those regqulations created seven zones, four belng

and two industrial. See McKemy V. Haltimore

residential, one comuercial,

County, Md.,33 Md. App. 257, 385 A.2d 96 (1973).

Those original regulaticons provided for nonconforming uses. The

statute read as follows:

op lawful nonconforming use existing on the effective

date of the adoption of these regulations may contin-
ue, provided, however, upon apy change from szih toz;
¢ .forming use to a conform}ng use, or any a '??p °
change from such nonconformlnq. use to a d&i eren‘
nonconforming use or any discontinuance of such noncon

forming use for a period of one year, Or 1n_case a
nonconforming structure shall be damaged by fire oi
otherwise to the extent of seventy-five (75%) pe*cenh
of its value, the right to continue to_ resume sic

nonconforming use shall termiqate, prov1de?, hOWEVLg:
that any such lawful nonconforming use may be_ exten

enlarged to an extent not more than once

ed aor
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1ot, the land adjoining thelr property to the rear, and all of the land to

the north was owned by the senior Mr. Lauback. MNr. Olszewski testified he

is a brick and block mason and has operated his building contracting and

construction business from the rear of the subject property since 1941.

At the time he started his business, there was no garage and all equipment

Mr. Clszewski testified he

used in his operatjon was stored outside.

operated from this location from 1941 until 1944 when he entered the ser-

Testimony indicated all cf

vice for a period of approximately 13 months.

his eguipment remained stored on the property during that time wuntil his

return from the service in 1945, Testimony indicated that Mr. Dlszewski

resumed operation of his brick and block business from this location. In

Lauback, Sr. gave the Petitlioners the property shown in Petition-

d

1947, Mr.

er's Exhibit 1 on which the Petitioners built the existl.ng dwelling an
=

garage. Mr. Olszewski testified that a portion of the basement was fin-

ished off to provide office space for the operation of his business. Testi-

mony indicated that a few years ago, he moved his family from the subject

property to a new home in Penncylvania. However, the existing dwelling 15

still used as a single family dwelling unit, which is currently rented to

C e . iy . o
a relative, and the office space 1n the pasement is still used frr th
r's

operation of the business. Mr. Olszewski testified that from the 1940s

through the 1970s, the business operated under the name of Olszewski, but

was later changed to Thomas Contracting Company. However, the business

~ontinued to operate solely as a brick and block masonry company and the

equipment stored was ordinary and incidental to the business. No supplies

d
or ewcess brick or block are stored con the preperty and there are no  &san

or gravel piles. The only purpose for the on-site storage areas are for

i ] - c t
the pick-up trucks and small pieces of egquipment suc.. as two-bag emen

again the area of the land used in the original non-
conforming use.™ Sectic - XI, 1945, B.C.Z.R.

Baltimore County adopted a new set of comprehensive zoning requ-
lations on March 30, 1955. The issue of nonconforming uses are dealt with
in Section 104 of those regulations. The Seciion then read:

"104.1 - A lawful noncornfeorming use existing on the
effective date of the adoption of these regulations
may contimue; provided tnat upon any change from such
nonconforming use to any other use whatsoever, or any
abandonment or discorntinuance of cuch nonconforming
use for a period of one year or more, or in case any
nonconforming  business or manufacturing structure
shall ke damaged by fire or other casualty to the
extent of seventy-five (75%) percent of its replace-
ment cost at the time of such loss, the right to con-
timae or resume such nonconforming use she 1 termi-
nate. No nonconforming building or structure and no
nonconforming use of a building, structure, or parcel
or land shall hereafter be extended more than 25% of
the ground floor area of buildings so used.®

Section 1C04.1 was changed te its current language on March 15,
1976 by Eill Ko, 18-76. The current effective regulation reads as follows:

"A nonconforming use {as defined in Section 101) may
continue except as otherwise specifically provided in
these Regulations; provided that upon any change from
such noncenforming use to any other use whatsoever, or
any abandonment or discontinuance of such nonconform-
ing use for a period of cne year or more, or in case
any nonconforming business or manufacturing structure
shall be damaged by fire or other ecasualty to the
eltent of seventy-five (75%) percent of its replace-
ment cost  at the time of such loss, the right to con-
tinue or resume such nonconforming use shall termi-
nate. Ko nonconforming building or structure and no
nonconforming use of a building, structure, or parcel
of land shall hereafter be extended more than 25% of
the ground floor area of  buildings so  used.
(R.C.Z2.R., 1955; Bill Nc. 18, 1976)"

ds

Oon  Auqust 4, 1580, the current language found in Section 1C4.2
was added to the B.C.Z.R. by Bill No. 167-80. This requlation placed an
exception upon the general nonconforming rule for Special Exception office

buildings. The second reads as follows:

mixers, and miscellanecus tools associcted with such business. Mr.
Olszewski testii’~d he has stored a trailer for hauling tractors, known as
a low-boy, on the site. However, there are no large dump trucks, cranes
or earth-moving eqguipment stored onsite. At one time, there were brick
conveyors and front-end lovaders stored on the site but none of those items
are stored there now. The property has always been used as the base of
operation for Mr. Olszewski's employees, who have never numbered more than
four, and only come to the site to pick up equipment or meet to go out to
various job sites. Employees scmetimes leave their personal vehicles
rarked consite during the day.

¥rs. Freund testified that she has lived next door to the subject
property since prior to 1940. She specifically remembers Mr. Clszewski's
business operation during and after the second World wWar. She testified
the operation of the business has not changed in any dramatic way since
the early 1940s. ©She agreed and concurred with all of the testimony pre-
sented by Mr. Olszewski as to the nature and scope of his business opera-
tion. Further, Mrs. Freund believes to the best of her knowledge that the
arca to the rear and side of the existing garage has becen used on a regu-
lar basis since the early 1940s for thre storage of equipment used in  con-
nection with Mr. Olszewski's business.

Fr. Homberg testified that he has known the Petitiocners' family
ard has been familiar with the subject property since the late 1920s. He
remarbers Mr, Olszewski building the existing dwelling. Mr. Homberg also
agreed with Mr. Olszewski's testimony as to the scope and nature of the
business and testified the property's use has not changed zubstantively

since the early 1940s. My, Homberg testified there has always been a

"Exception. Any contrary provision of these regula-

tions notwithstanding, an office building that was

authorized by grant of a special exception and that

becomes damaged to any extent or destroyed by casualty

may be fully restored in accordance with the terms of

the special exception. (Bill No. 167, 1380)"

As with all non-conforming use cases, the first task is to deter-
mine what lawful non-conforming use existed on the subject property prior
to January 2, 1945, the effective date of the adoption of the Zoning Regqu-
lations and the controlling date for the baginning of zoning.

Tt is clear from the testimony and evidence presented that a
building contractor existed on the site prior to January 2, 1945.

The second principle to be applied, as specified in Section
104.1, is whether or not there has been a change in the use of the subject
property. A determination must be made as to whether or not the change is
a different use, and therefore, breaks the continued nature of the non-con-
forming use. If the change in use is found to be different than the origi-

nal use, the current use of the property shall not be considered non-con-

forming. See McKemy v. Baltimore County, Md., 39 Hd. Aapp.257, 385 A2d.

96 (1978).

While there may have been a changa in the degree and type of
activity taking place on the subject property over the years, its princi-
pal use as a contractor's equipment storage yard has remained the same.

¥hen the claimed non-conforming use has changed, or expanded,
then the Zoning Commissioner must determine whether or not the current use
represents a permissible intensification of the original use or an actual
change from the prior legal use. 1In order to decide whether or not the
corrent activity is within the scope of the non-conforming use, the Zoning

Cormissioner should consider the following factors:
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wWhile the testimony presented by the Protestant would tend to
indicate that the use of the property has changed, the re.. issue in this
instance regards the expansion or intensification of such use of the prop-
erty. 1t is clear from Lhe evidence presented that the use of the property
as a contracteor's ecquipment storage yard has expanded or intensified to
the front portion of the proper’' + along Wampler Road and along the south
side of the existing dwelling and _; such are not part of the nonconform-
ing use. However, it is equally cicar from the testimony presented that a
brick and block business has operated from the subject property continuous-
ly and without interruption since at least 1941. 1In the opinicn of the
Zoning Commissioner, a nconconforming use of the subject property as a
contractor's equipment storage yard and garage, including the area to the
rear of the garage, identified as Eocuipment Storage Area on Petiticner's
Fxhibit 1, exists.

Furthermore, it is clear from the testimony that the nonconform-
ing wuse never extenced to the fron£ or.side yards of the dwelling unit and
ihat the storage areas were always Lo the rear of the property. In the
opinion of the Zoning Conmissioner, the north side or front areas of the
garage were never used as stcorage until recently. These areas have always
been used jointly for family purposes and as access to the storage areas

Therefore, these areas are not nonconforming

should not be used for the storage of equipment. Accordingly, said

space will only be ustl for residential purposes and as access to the
storage areas.

Pursuant to the advertisement, posting of the property, and
public hearing on this Fetition held, and for the reasons givern above, the

relief requested in the Petition for Special Hearing should be granted.

(ol | SN

AZIMUTH CONSULTANTS

ZONING DESCRIPTICN

Beginning on the East side of Wampler Road, 20 feet wide, at
a distance of 254 feet south of the centerline of Bird River

Road, thence leaving said road

North 83 degrees 13 minutes 27 seconds East 175.00 feet,
thence

South 06 degrees 46 minutes 33 seconds East 100.00 feet,
thence

South 83 degrees 13 minutes 27 seconds West 175.00 feet to
the east side of Wampler Road, thence with said road,

North 06 degrees 46 minutes 33 seconds West 100.00 feet to
the point of beginning.

Containing 17,500 square feet or 0.4 acres of land, more or

iess.

Also known as 1109 wWampler Road in the 15th Election

District of Baltimore County, Maryland.

120 Cockeysville Road / Suite 105 / Hunt Valley, Manyland 21031 / (301) 785-2300

THEREFORE, IT 1S CRDERED by the Zoning Commissicner for Balti-
more County this (}f’z day of April, 1989 that the Petition for Special
Hearing to approve the nonconforming use of the subject property as a
contractor's equipment storage yard with office space in the basement of
the existing dwelling, and a garage in accordance with Petitioner's Exhib-
it 1, be and is hereby GRANTED, subject, however, to the fcllowing restric-
tions which are conditions precedent to the relief granted:

1) The Petitiorner is hereby made aware that proceed-
ing at this time is at his own risk until such time as
the 30-day appeliate process {rom this Order has ex-
pired. 1f, for whatever reason, this Order is re-
versed, the Petiticner would be required to return,
and be responsible for returning, said property to its
original condition.

2) The nonconforming use granted hereia is limited
to that area outlined in yellow con the revised copy of
Petitioner's Exhibit 1 attached hereto and identified
as 2Zoning Commissioner's Plan.

3) The area outlined in orange on the Zoning Commis-
sioner's Flan shall be Jjointly used for residential
purposes and as access only to the storage areas to
the rear of the property. There shall be no storage
or parking of contractor's egquipment on this portion
of the property.

4) There <chail be no storage or parking of contra.-
tor's equipment on the front portion of the subject
property in the area outlined in blue on the Zoning
Commissicner's Plan.

5) Petitioners shall provide a buffer along the
north side property line by landscaping the area out-
lined in green on the Z2oning Commissicner's Plan with
a 4-foot wide planting strip bordered by an 8-inch
raised curb. Bald planting strip shall consist of
6-foot tall white pine trees planted & feet on center.

6) The office space in the kasement of the existing
dwelling shall be limited to a 350 sq.ft. area. Said
area shall not be used as storage space for contrac-
tor's tools and/or equipment.

7) Upon request and reasonable notice, Petitioners
shall permit a representative of the Zoning Enforce-

PETITIONER(S) EXHIBIT (=29

Times
Netice of Hearing G‘,
The Zoning Comminsioner of Balti- f
mors County, by '1um°ﬁt,!°:l:1h.' Zon- % o 9?
d Re tions o timore . . . , l
g:u::; :nill hoﬁlu:pnrlic hearing on Middle River, Md., g |
the property identified herein in Room

O e o Charapcake Avenie a This Is to Certify, That the annexed
CAal & -
Towson, Maryland as fcllaws: M

Petition for Specia)h

CASE NUMBER( - ' < YZ‘Z ~yH S ‘49*/ G
V

River Koad
1109 Wampler Road ‘ i 4
J6ch Election District — s Coun- was inserted in Gie Times, a newspaper printe
¢
¢ Pe:;t.lion-ﬂnl: Thomas J. Olszewski,

stux
HEARING SCHEDULED: TUES-
DAY, FEBRUARY 21, 1983 st 2:00

and published in Baltimore County, once in each
of M successive
ngecnl Hearing: Non-conforming

n
e o seveas o9 indicatod on weeks before the 2 dayo

site plan. " }){__ 1 9? ?

In the event that this Petition is .,

granted, n building permit may be is- é—_"‘_—__1~
sued within the thirty (30} day lgpﬂl _ Publizher.

period. The Zoning Commissioner -

_will, howsver, entartain any requast

for a stay of the issvance of said per-

mit during this period for geod cause

shewn. Such request mugt be in writ-

ing and received im this pifice by the

date of the hearing set above or pre-
sented st the hearing.

L. Rebert Halnan

Zoning Commissioner of

Baltimore Couaty

Ly

ar . Laivisacn  to
proper v to insure

raxe an inspection of the subject
corpliance with this Crder.
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/3 RUBERT EAIYES
2oning Commiscicner
for Baltimore County

PETITIONER(S)

Cmav e o ki

3 g e M AT U I e 1

PETITION FOR SPECIAL' IIEARING
TO TI[E ZONING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY: L J9-F35-SPH

' s} of the properly situale in Naltimore Counly and which Is
“'esc;ri:::d‘llr:\dthriiﬁ:‘e‘gél:ﬁ:: ::«?e]rvt(nt)altadmlphereloygml made a part Iwmqf. {mrchj; |u-_ml_m| tnlr a
apecial Hisaring under Gectlon 500.7 ol the Naltin:nre Counly ?.pmn;:_ llf-nulatmns.lan t rtorlfune whe-
lher or not the Zoning Commlssioner and/or Depuly Zoning Commissioner should approve ---se-
uigpment storace yard and

W e -

]
Non-Conformina use for a contractcor's ecC

- -
- a0 T P S e - - - -

carace as indicated on site plan.

- -
prapegeraragrtrt e R T L R Rl PN TR N R

Iroperty 1s to Le posted and advertised as prescribed by Zoning Regulations.

- - M - 1 r‘l-
‘e, agree lo pay expenses of the above Special Hearing advcrLls'ing, |»nsdng, ete, upon
ing o![' -(l)ll:‘i;‘ l‘etﬁion, nnld ’Irurtlilcr agree to and are to be bound hy the zoning rn;‘;ulahons and resirle-
tlons ©f Baltimore Counly adopted pursuant {o the Zoning Law for Baltimore County,

I;We do solemuly declare and afliom,
under the penallies ol perjury, lhat 1/we
are the legal owner(s) ol the properly

* which is the subrject of this Petilion.

Contract Purchaser: ' . : Legal Owner(s):
| Thonas J. Olszewskl

O e b L

(Type gr Print Hame} .
s anaidl ds -
liuZQZZ;_ ciid. J}é;ihtfz;fkﬁ'

Signature

Ethel S. 0Olszewski

Cliy and State Signature-

7 B. Gorntrum
Altorney dor Pethionots AI)Ohn

2 £

_1109_¥amnler Poad £87-4971

e e AL A e A e e -

Address I'hone Ho. -

Baltimore, Marvlana
Signalure ' ' City and State

_._Ej_(_).9__3_53_%2_(?_1;[1__B_QP_];-Yard Name, address and phone number of legal ownicr, con-

Address " tract purcliaser or represeatalive to e contacled

Essex, Maryland 21221

Cliy and Stats

Atlorney’s Telephone No.:

requlred by the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, in 4wo newspapers of general circulation through-
Git Baltimore Counly, that properly be posted, and that the public hearing be had before the Zoning
missioner ¢f Bailimore County in Room 106, County Office Building in Towson, Baltimore

day of -_---2/’#/ . 19..2_7., at ..‘?.‘...... o'clock

PETITIONER(S)
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Baltimore County .
Zoning Commissioner )
SIQ¥-IN SHEET . - )
PLFASE PRINT CLEARLY STTITIONER(S) A Baltimore County
S Zoning Commissioner

: y Office of Planning & Zoning
AFFIDAVIT : Towson, Maryland 21204
N (301) 8573333 RESS Office of Planning & Zo
200 ce ] J
NAME = 46 3 T Mary. ad

I, ALVIN AKINSON have lived at 9877 Bird River Road since J. Robert Haines
= . Robe .
April 24, 1959 3 Therys C4S28Wic[ IR RS20 2 .
. _ _ . Ky . e J. Robert Hai

4 | . el S PlLsaewsse /107 Mff‘"‘/'/‘c‘ o yU Tonirg Commsmy |
S March 29, 1GE9

. A
!-.Trg,:,._"/ /:/’7 A &I LIA - s/

conforming use, and for as long as I have resided on my property, o John B. Gontrum, Esquire
y 809 Eastern Boulevard it . . P - 1/5711
21221 . . 4‘.[ M;’( \_.j_" Ag{i u . jl\— e r EY _j‘ “ il_:./ ::i
- : 2" A T . U Joh.a B, Gontrum, Esquire
ar{{w Zﬁ Wr‘—"‘l- 7913 53 for e 1?"‘"1“ ~ S 809 Eastern Bouievagg .
. }f;angjg‘ R Baltimore, Maryland 21221 '
. Dennjs F. Rasmussen

Mr. Olszewski has operated a cont. cting business from his Baltimore, Maryland
I have reviewed RE: PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING

i E/S Wampler Road, 254' S of the c/l1 of Bird River Road ' ’ ~p +U | * ¢/ 11
to be an actual (1109 Wampler Road) sz i t‘ v”?é)ﬁéﬁl crrzd s il il Lgeflui

= 15th Election District - 5th Councilmanic District . ‘ z;f | 575 Mampler nos. 25 6 et o

1sth Election District - Sth Councilmani | BRI E/S Wampler Road, 254' S of the c/l of Bird River Road
89-331-SPH | S (1109 Wampl2r Road)
- o i=} 15th Election District - Sth Councilmanic District
i Thomas J. Olszewski, et ux - Petitioners
S e Case No. 89-331-SPH

1977. This property is across the street from property which is

owned by Thomas Olszewskl, which property is the subject of a non

b g ' i
H iy Ml e e
. U e e W

property including tractors and small eguipment.

a site plan for non conforning use and believe it
The usage has keen

representation of the usage of the property.
Case No.

centinuing and uninterrupted for as long as I have lived at my  :
:; Cear Mr. Gontrum: |
' —— ?fri?r /(:5‘ ’f :’.1 7g- Dear Mr. Gontrum:

property.
‘ ‘ Enclosed please find a copy of the decision rerdered in the
I DO SOLEMNLY DECLARE AND AFFIRM under the penalties of . above-captioned matter. The Petition for Special Hearing has been granted '
o in accordance with the attached Order. ‘ ) Lo
e It is my understanding you called this office last Frida

:. : y after-
R noon and left a message with my secretary to hold my decision in the
‘Tixiu‘ above-referenced matter as you were in the process of working out the

perjury that the above is correct and true to the best of my o
; In the event any party finds the decision rendered is unfavor- _
able, any party may file an appeal to the County Board of Appeals within . -
. . - g ' PROTESTANT (S} SIGN~IN SHEET -
For further Information on ' PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY - R differences between your clients and the Protestants.
ADDRESS Please be advised that I will hold my opinion until April 5
' 1989, at which time I would appreciate hearing from you as to the statu;

knowledge and belief. . ;
ij;;Z§Z;ﬁ;§g§// - ' thirty {30) days of the date of this Order.
¢ — 4 i tiling an appeal, please¢ CORTAST lid. CRAriulie ~Saac.iirfe at 434-359..
NAME ,
- —T d s -
:142;3%7’ ::’4;;:~4ﬁ¢%i:'1féii/ L ey fL T ‘525; R of this matter.

Al¢in Akinsén .
‘ ’ Very truly yours,

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this Qf)”\,\; l')\‘clay of February, 1989,
g l
. ‘-/ p = e - ',' ;“) ,./, ,”J:'“ )/ LT
‘ D’GI@?/QIQ‘\O/E{A{L(Vl Y s ./é .
. - ., - " A. I

before me, a Notary Public of the State aforesaid, personally :
. J. ROBERT HAINES . = 1

Zoning Commissioner /y Lol 7 /f(,;_.irf_‘_,(f(,-d‘r\. vl

7 e ROBERT HAINES

‘ Zoning Commissioner

for Baltimore County
7
for Baltimore County

e, ., ik

Very truly yours,

appeared Alvin Akinson, known to me (or satisfactorily proven) to o
. JRH:bjs

be the person whose name is subscribed to the within instrument,
i cc: Mr. George Laubach, III
1111 wampler Road, Baltimore, Md. 21220

who signed the same in my presence, and acknowledged that he

executed the same for the purposes therein contained. Mr. George Laubach, Jr.
. 9307 Bird River Road, Baltimore, Md.

21220

WITNESS my hand apd otarial Seal.
o People's Counsel

P SO /
&y G *\ SN . »
i 3 } (L’\Ef-—’\) (S J‘@Lr kp‘/u File

) nd - -
one : Notary Public

Baltimore County
Zoning Commissioner
Office of Planning & Zoning ,
f&wg% Maryland 21204 | SN
S Baltimore Count,

J. Robert Haines o ‘&mMgcmmmaimw

Commissioner " ' Office of Planning & Zoning

L ' o Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 887-3353

Zoning
J. Robert Haines
Zoning Commissioner April 26, 1989

Mr. & Mrs. Thomas J. Dlszewski i % 5
1109 Wampler Road ;': 5§
istrict. -;’fz./;----- Baltimore, Maryland 21220 g Balt_:more COUHt_}’
ed f oec 1o/ /%“”' ----- suem> o R > : gfﬁ”’ffﬁmssfmer
Post. o ..-To R Bt Petition for Special Hearin R ‘ . Tce of Planni & .
: » 3 . g : ng & Zonin
itioper: /:/.:_ v;,;f..s_-_;af_-_'-/?.../«f.%:’y.‘é.ff:,_ AN A - ; : CASE NUMBER: 89-331-5PH s -k | Towson, Maryland 21904 d
Petitioner: -- / - 7 - N ES Wempler Road, 254" S ¢/l Bird River Road Dennis F. Rasmussen ‘ 494-3353
. 1109 Wampler Road County Executive J -
! z@ﬂﬁ?ﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁf Jobhn B. Gontrum, Esquire
January 18, 1989 809 Eastern Boulevard
Baltimore, Maryland 21221 Dennis F. Rasmussen
County Executive

Location of pmwr-—aﬁ----"-‘-/-’-"'-’ Yx LeSp e
o )f?ki csemmmesmmee—= wmmwmssoTe R 15tﬁ Flection District - Sth Councilmanic
. Petitioner(s): Tromas J. Olsrewski, et ux
RE: PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING
E/S Wampler Road, 254' S of the c/l of Bird River Road
(1109 Wampler Road)

/”‘7 g /dﬁ:“fﬁ - ——rmem—=
- ' HEARING SCHEDULED: TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 21, 1589 at 2:00 pum
15th Election bistrict - Sth Councilmanic District

ez
Location of Signg_ .28 %omm
K ) Dear Mr. & Mrs. Dlszewskis
- NOTICE QF WFARING . F
’ \ﬁQJ Thomas J. Olszewski, et ux - Petitioners

B fLRE, ﬁr./.,z-‘aj:{
Case No, 89-331-5PH

Dennig F. Rlﬂénussen
Count ¢
Y v Dear Mr. Gontrum:

Remarks: - == JZ//
Posted by ----%g‘{’ﬁ """""" - Daia of retums----= Please be advi y y(j)é_ﬁ .
Sigoa s hoese e a ;1sed that _d& ©-2 ig dye for advertising and posting of
: ve-— . . - .
Fuzmber of Signst L B Do not remzieeiﬁgczggﬁrggjrggétAéitfzisf?ESttEe paid prior to the hearing. a5 R zh: ;Dnl?g fonmissioner of Baltimore County, b h
' fe G o : ) m the property from the time b %2 hrd Xegulations of B » VY authorit f
it 1 . : L - -l altimo ¥y of the Zoning A
s posted by this office until the day of the hearing itself. . lt,dent:lfled hereir in Room §Sac§§'“:§e"é§1 hold & public hearing on the gro;:rty
e - Chesapeake Avenue in Towson, Maryla::t: ngice Building, located at 111 : It has been brought to my attention that your copy ¢f the Order
' S follows; in the above-captioned matter did not include the attachment identified as
Zoning Commissioner's Plan. Enclosed please find a copy of said plan for

Please excuse the oversight.

Petition for Special Hearjing
! your records,

THIS FEE MUST BE PAID AND THE ZONING SIGN(S N
(S)_AND POST(S) RETURNED CASE NUMBER
ON THE DAY OF THE HEARING OR THE ORDER SHALL NOT BF ISSUED. - ES b * 83-331-5hH
TR TaT oo o o ampler Road, 254" § ¢/l Bird River Road
e Very truly yours,
[ 3

1109 Wampler Road
15th Election District - Sth Councilmaric

Flea . ,
o af:n:aiftgozg ch?ck(z?yab;e to Baltimore County, Maryland and bring . :
e sign and post(s) to the Zoning Office, County Office e rz:;;ﬁ:&lmmﬁ J. Dlszewski, et ux ‘
R ED: TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 21, 1889
: M at 2:00 p.m,
. . ROBERT HAINES
Zoning Commissioner

Building, Room 111, Towson, Maryland 21204 fifteen (15) minutes before
for Baltimore County

your hearing is scheduled to begin.
JRH:bjs
cc: Mr. George Laubach, III

1111 Wampler Road, Baltimore, Md. 21220

Please note that should you fail to retur i
. " n the sign and post t
will be an additional $25.00 added to the above fee for Each ::t(sgé there

THIS IS TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement was :
- returned. v
ﬂ Mr. Georyge Laubach, Jr.
9907 Bird River Road, Baltimore, Md. 21220

published in THE JEFFERSONIAN, a weekly newspaper printed
Very truly yours, .
E People's Counsel

r\ '
Petitionar(s): . --Fﬁbﬁgﬂ.-,}---g___, 19_6..?. '
Hearing Date: Tuesday, [ %q%é%@ R within the thirty (30 a |
Ly entertai Ppeal period. The Zopi . _
J. R y L period f:ranzo;equeSt for a stay of the issuance oggsg?:mISSion : A le
. ROBERT HAINES R this officegb t;ause shown. Such request must be jp writPermit du : .
o Y the date of the hearing set above or prese;sgda:g :ECE;VEd in .
€ hearing.

Feb. 21, 1989 at 200 p.m
Hearing: Non-con-
THE JEFFERSONIAN, o MAE
oning Commissioner of '- : ‘7
(;--, /ﬁ A A
’

Special
forming wse for a contractors
Baltimore County

equpment siorage yard and ga-
oo &3 evicatad on sde plan. !
i
{

[ Ll P
e

In the evant that this Petrhon
granted. a buikng parmit may be
i55uad withun tha therty (30) day

. The Zoreng

. however
request for a sta

said perrl dur

J. ROBERT HAINES
Zoring Commissioner of

Po O9%063 Publisher .
 €7, Baltimore County

Masa2o

' ‘ B AR e S S R b cce Thomas J, Olszewsiki, et ux
Joon B, Gontrum, £sq,

File

65

23
3
g

it

agé

ca §4-331-$PH

Piice §39 HO

J. ROBERT HAINES |3
Zoning Commissioner of
Batvmore




Baltimore County

Department of Pabii. Works ’ BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
Bureau of _T&-gnic Er_:ginee_: Wy
ggﬁfﬁﬁ;ﬁ}dsﬁ;&% INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

89-331-SPH . 30D

v. Robert Halres
_ ‘ TO.__Zoning Coumissioner
BALTIMORE COUNTY OFFICE OF PLANNING & ZONING 2

e b L T Date : 2

e e m- RS A E D A e - — -

. ERRS Pat Keller, Deputy Dirsctor
yemry mat County Office Building . ' |

T ST _ M__Office of Plarning and Zening
111 W. Chesapeake Avenue 7 l : et s S
Towson, Maryland 21204 _

January 17, 1989 25y | orezessis
cq s . o B - . Zonirs Potitin. 89-331-05Y
Your petition has been received and accepted for filing this o - : SUBJECT. .__Zonirs Pot

- (S
- - - -

19 88 cr Dennis f‘ Rs.s;nussen
ad of Dacember ’ . e “ounly Executive
21t e == : Mr. J. Fobert Haines
Zoning Commissioner
County Office Building

Towson, Maryland 21204

Dear Mr. Haines:

. ROBERT HAINES i . '

L Hinw o ZONING COMMISSIONER o C Bureau’of Traffic Engineering has no comments for item numbers
Weob fLRCE 1, 8t UXpeceived by: ccmas B, Dyer 199, @ 209, 237, 238, 239, 240, 241, 243, 244, 245, 246, and 247.

“ Petitioner _Thoras J. Olsnewsk?, 8% t¥Rece Wus o 1) 1imit the hour

Petitioner's 1 Advisory Committe . 2) 1

: B. Grontrus, Faquire ;‘

7 emon : Attorney _John B. Grontmm, 77T :
/Fa-nr:lu? i b

Due to inadequat
If this request

imit the types and quan

‘ s s 5 3) limit lighting on the sits; and
/‘lf 1ioRiE . ’ :
. - Traffic Engineer Associate II : 4)
1 Syvw ) - . .

6) provide screening (landsecani om W and

_ the special exception shall only apply tc this us
) | SR e e L e e . . is not transferable to fyuture owners, and shuall be
' I

-
|
Il

VACANT for this owner an-d
2.0 e restored to its

l—-.....,‘_—.

- E\

the =ite shall not be used for work on equipnent and cuoloyaes
not work or meet at the sit

I3 27

| 1 2544, .
A e g 2222 —

M O 16 BAY N .Olg
H H

WAMPLER Ty Al
Z.onida - DR Zﬁ“/ﬂé &MM/dj/ﬂA/%;S’ &ﬁ/

RPN £ 2] 0w 2 ol b P v
veEh YERERENcE - Tw@. 1574 /388 ,".3".'5“" 1 g ﬁ.‘g‘w‘ %gﬁzi’u'éa
E¥ISTWE UTILITIES 1) wamPIER  Fakb ‘B 4

LOT Si12E€ - NS00 SF (o4 Act) BPE ,". ¢
OWAER - THOMNAS T ETHEL oOLS2ewW3w) oo N A3 { ¥ TR

SPECIAL HTARING PAT

ForR

UoN-Confotminlds USE

09 WAMNER RoRb
120 Codkeysviils Road  Suite 105

: _ S e ~ o Baltimore County
K 1S Etfcrion DbiSTRie~ Hunt Volley, MD 21031 SRR ey DT T T e Je L e e T Fire Departmen, s
\ C M L T N T o st S B SR P , g BALTI MORE CO
lﬂi'M Bacnmare Caveryv, _ ST T T e e Tl PR SR Towson, Maryland 21204-2586 LT UNTY ZONING PLANS ADVISORY COMMITTEE
S e T e e e e e e T e 1944500 B

FPaul H. Reincke
Chief

‘“‘num”, ’

of IM‘; T4,

ﬂzimu_lh Consultants

Cel February 6, 1989
December 29, 1988 L (lfl'l.'ﬂlJNT\' OFFICE BLDG.
J. Rcbert Haines, Zoning Camissioner Touson,c:::;r:::e :I:éc
Office of Planning & Zoning N - John B. Grontrum, Esqui
: . J A, B ] . . Esquire
Baltimore County Office Building o o0 809 Eastern Boulevard
Towson, Maryland 21204 . : Essex, MD 21221
Re: Property Owner: Thamas J. Olszewski, et ux I —— R RE: Item No. 205, Case No. 89-331-SPH
. . r Road County Executive Petitioner: Thomas J. Olszewski, et ux.
location: f{EQWmT;ngé;d%‘l S. of ¢/1 of Bird Rive MEMBERS Petition for Special Hearing
Item No.: 205 Zoning Acenda: Meeting of 12/20/88 S Earreu of

Engineering

S Dear Mr. Gontrum:
‘ D
Gentlemen: . RSy E:gf:..m.g
i o The Zoning Plans Advisory Committee has reviewed th 1
the referenced arty has been surveyed by this | State Roads Commission lewe e plans
gmgngotg:ur req:fsst};elw S wit_hparﬁp'?}("yare applicable and required . ..... submitted with the above referenced petition. The following
Bu :uoorrectpd or‘ j_ncorporatedinto the final plans for the property. B Fire Pravention Gomments are not intended to indicate the appropriateness of
! the =zoning action requested, but to assure that atl parties are
\ F rty are required and shall be made aware of plans or problems with regard to the development
[ I {lmtgdiinﬁtfeﬁatﬁe ::-ez:eialongyan approved road in accor- R Troject Planning plans that may have a bearing on tihis case, Director of
dgfxze with Baltimore County Standards as published by the Depart- Sullding Depsrtment Planning may file a written report with the Zoning Commissioner

ment of Public Works. M soard of caucation :éﬁ;‘ng“""“"““""“ as to the suitability of the requested

llealth Depactmont

Ioning Adminjstration

. ; 7 Enclosed are all comments submitted fr th mbe
. . for site. _. Industrial om e me ré6 of the
A second means of wvehicle access is required the Bl Develcpment Committee at this time that offer or request information on

. . your petition. 1If similar comments from the remaining members
The vehicle dead end condition shown at - are vreceived, I will forward them to You. Otherwise, any

EXCEEDS the maximum allowed by the Fire Department. - comment that is not informative will be placed in the hearing

file. Thig petition was accepted for filing on the date of the

The site shall be made to camply with all applicable parts of the enclo:id . filing certificate and a hearing scheduled
si . - - accordingly.
Fire Prevention Code prior to occupancy or beginning of operation. Gly

i : Very t
The buildings and structures existing or proposed on ﬂ]?eFﬁie:ePrSS:;é- : ery truly yours, -
caply with all applicable requirements of the Nationa ote g
tion issociation Standard No, 101 "Life Safety Code,® 1976 edition Ao E‘ /(2?&,/ 7{ -
prior to cccupancy. ' JAMES E. DYER

- Chairman
Site plars are approved, as drawn. ] Zoning Plans Advisory Committee

The Fire Preventicn Bureau has no comments at this time. JED: Ju

Enclosure
NOTED & c€c: Mr. & Mrs. Thomas J. Olszewski
_ _ = 1109 Wampler Road
arnifig Cyzup . 5 Baltimore, MD 21220
gpecial Inspecticn Division -

- e . Wy - o G 1 A by an




